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FOREU''ORD 



i'oars Of efforf .nfl countu.s studies havo' bean 
aevotea .eeWng better ways to help Ca.Ufo.„i„.s 
/oste. oMlaren who .esi.e in t,,e.ty.ro„.-.our, o„t- 
_°f-ho« Placement. • m theo.y, the ..i^^^^a .oal of 
out-of-ho« Placement to provide "tcporary" shelter 
-a care persists, whereas in Jealit, „..ny children 
«n,ain in the foster care syste. until the a.e -of 
eighteen, theoretical ,oals and present practice, 
have rarely been farther apart. • ' 

■ «^-"t-'^y. the duration of the out- 

of-ho.e Placement c.n be for an extended ;iru,d of - 
t^me. Pisi„g „j ^^^^^ .^^^^ _ , 

placement, .whether for' brjff r,,- - u. '■ ', 

^ ""^'■"f O'^ extenrt^d periods of 
time, arc the rr^^ni^ u . 

result o. changing social patttis,^—' 

"-y Children who .nter the fokor care sysTe.„ will 

nover return ho»e. Many'" children require highly 

-l*is*icated., professional, treatment services either 

at intake or .during their foster care. Very largo 

n^bers can do well in ^ome settings. Out-of-homo " 

Placement policy should bo designed to-^ne.t t>.,o ' 

reality of varying 'typos of care. '~ • ' 
♦ 



-ot onl, Characteristic, of 

^^o c.iia.„ a., thoir noca. ao.rvin, o. attention. 

r """""^ '^"-"^^^ --"ny to insure th. 

Possi..e use o. the Ws.to heip the ehiiaren;' 
Xhe total .n. esti^atea cost to .eaeral. state ana 
ocal o„nts .or the approximate S.,a.O ch^aren 

in California foster care proaramc: ' • 

^^^^ ^ . Programs... IS approximately 

$267,000.,000 annually. ■'•I/- . - 

«a^or .newspapers, incXuain, the .os .„,eles ' .i„es 
• «'-n«lo. have inaicatea in 

eaUoriais ana articles that the .oster care system 
noeas arastic overhaul to insure that chilaren are 
won. servea by the cpenditurcs. ,he*foster care 

.^i'sten. is a huicaucratio^ghfmare • 1^ 

^.'-^■^yntmare; it serves chila- 
ren baaiy, and the" tayrf-,v.-r „ , ■ 

taxpayer negligently. Many factors 

centributo to this Situation. 

The foster care-'syste. is funaea by ana through . 
a Plethora Of agencies, bureaus, aivisions ana aopart- ■ 

ments within the CDun^-v c^. 4. ■ ' 

no CDunty, state and Federal govc^rn- 

montal struqtures. (Sc^e Char^ ^ m 

Ibee Chart on page IV. )t The fund- 
ing provided through th^ 

v^gn the multi-agencios and delivered 

- ' ' ' ' " . ~ * 

1/ "...60?, (of the foster ishn :i>. v 
. .Program two or more year^^ Siv;"''^''"'^^" the 
in four has been in fost^J c^rr^r^^^"^^^^ ^i^ild ' 
years or more." Lcf^ticT^Z- f continuously for fivc=> 
1^8.-2, p. 9. ;nd i?,TXl2 ''^'"'' Con.r.ittee RepoS " 

II • ■ ■ ' 



■ " various f„„ay, oroup 

- o. ^ro... ^^^^^^ ^^^^^^^ 

J-ossibio the funding wazo m->y hcOo 
somo childrnn who cn^or thr- fo . 

" — -in.t. this Poss.1bilitv.. 

'^ho Children's RpsonrCi Institot- . 
t-u^ , -institute -.pprcciate.s 

th. suDPort of th..- nenartn-.t of h- ' 

, • Tra-.t of health, Education 

'■• '"^^ '^^^"^^^ their Grant Mo, 90-0-9^ 

r' ^ yn--J-s.is of the Seven Foster 

Co.io studios pq£,sibla. Me . , 

for • ' ^ -^^^^"l-^-^-ly cjrntcful 

for technical a-3sistancc d-ou.- i , , 

^-.ncc p.,ovidc;d by both SaiT> Miliar 

J^r..nciGco RcqionM 
• f ico Of chil-1 Oovolop,^.ont. 
Our int'.r-^c^t t . ■ 

-t a, an insntat. v.as to flrat, unon ' 

o.,or. .„o„,.,,y„„, ^^^^^^^ 

«.3.are pro.a..on ,c,„i„i3tp.o.. o.:.- " 

U'^to previous work an-' mako td-iMv . 

^^'^''^ly rocomncndations. 
^ho consultants h.ve provided a cj ^nr s^->. 

' ; ^•'■'-'^r statement of 

foster care priorities. 

• _ Rosnoctfully submitted, 



Dolinor J. Pascoo', h.d 
^rojocf: Director 
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I.'iTRODL'CTlnM 

It saom.d .npproptiato to review all the rocont 
^ wort concern,: d tho out-of-homa j^aoom.nt of 

. foster children in California. Because' of the diverse 
acnographic and geographic characteristics, of Cali- 
. fon,ia, tho Children's Research Institute felt that 
a syn«>esi's ,„a review of riccwndations ^ade in ^any 
reports, if brought together, would provide a guide to 
a<->cision makers ana interested citizens. 

■ The study has been conducted .faring a si,.-.,o„th 

period by tv;.>lv.-- mnc ^^^4^^..^. 

y t:v/„..v„ consultants., moBt of whom arc retired 

administrator, with careers distinguished by deep con. 

-^rns for chilc.cn.. hicjh nrofo.sional standards, and 

wi>o in m.n^ instances v;.re responsible for innovative 

and respected adin-i n '^--.tr^ . . / ■ ^. * * 

u <ic.a«nx..,,.ative changes m th^/ welfare 

and probation' systems . * • i" 

seven Reports have been reviewed. First, the 
n^ajor rocoramend.tions were sorted and extracted, from 
t|ie reports. Second, the reco.uniendations were ranked 
as to importance and practicability. Third, the ' 

comments wore bVouoht toaothn-r -ir,*-^ 

^ ti^ ic rogutncr xnto a narrative form. 

Fourth, the single coinpoUing recoironundation for a \ 

"Children's Dopart^nont" was carefully considered. / 

unanswered questions were li.tod and appear herein. ^ 



Despite the" numerous suggestions made for a 
comprehensive Children's Services Unit/ the Consul-' 
tants-who grappled with the manner and level for 
placement of such a proposed unit within the State 
Government were able only to formulate a list of a 
few of the structural considerations! " For e^xample. 

1) Can one consider "children's services" without 
including' the education system? To do s6 would imply' 
overcoming y:onstitutional prohibitions in California. 

2) Can on<. develop an exclusive Children's Services 
unit .without including the Probation ..nd California 
Youth -Authority youngsters? '3) is it appropriate to 
inelude -a "protective and nurturing" function with one 
traditionally corrective and^ rehabilitative? 4) Are 
thi^re clearly distinguishable characteristics am^ng, 

4 populations of children who are mentally ill, develop- 
mentally disabled or abused and neglected? 5) Does 
one^begin with the very young child, as in a separate 
Department of Child Development? 

.Because^,the issue ofja- Single Children's Services 
Unit is of such importance! to an overall review of fos- 
ter care, the Children' s' Research Institute of Califor-' 
nia urges the <;overnor and the Legislature to establish 
a task force to define and to make the legislative and 

" • \ . 

\ yi . / ' . ' 



rogulatory ch-.n^os' „a=css«, to ostnbU.h such n unit 
during tho 1275 Lcjislativo Sosslon. 
■ Thoro Should bo no illusions about this report 
Xt rs not origin.1 „or)=. its int.nt ,.na its final 
-«ort i,.s to utiU.o the rcco„»ond«ions ™.c,o by othors 
'"''""^ ■••nd structure of this pre- 

sont,tion „y i„p„vo tTT. ocMs ,:or <iccisio„-..„..ors and 
crtrzens who .ish to bring about ch.ng. in the prosent 
systems to better servo ohildren'. It .ny point to • 
whorci,ell„rs «y bos t be spon.. ,he reoo^end.tions 
olone, however do'not guarantee effectiveness, if the 
9onl were survkval of a' syston,. thingo could rc.^in as 
.they are. one need- never do very „,„eh other tha„ .a.e 

suggestions, offer a g.-eater proliferation of 
rcobrts, and perhaps hold a few hearings. These insure 
a. Static, unduring system . ' , 

" was felt.-there would be value in bringing into 
one doe«.ent the n^ajor findings of the Seven Studies 
^establishing prinritv among the findings, and if poV- 
sxble, settling on one or two reeo^endations which 
would bo i.,,,rovements for foster care deli^^ery. 

Hcjw would one aceon,plish this goalj wore ther^ 
knowledgeable persons who eould view the Various seg- 
ments Of the foster care syst.n obSeetiveXy, without 
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th. par,l,,is Of thoir .w„ profos.ion.a jvr^^^i,,, " 
A ao.cisio„,„.. of,cro.3.>n.oipn„o;, 
.,^«„„ al^t cclusivoly fro. tho Wn.. „, ,,.„,,^ p,,. 

aistanc. by thoir retirc^n. nncf a-: Uu.' to 
b3 ronoctivo sao^oa to thd Tru.ke. of't,,,. c.UdJon.s 
Ho.o.rc,. x„.tituto to i„,port«„t i„,..ai.,. 
' * "'^i' Of oxpori.„co h,..s bo. . 

"Pon. Th. report i. .sutaittoa with, the Oct ,:„o.,_ 
l-*go th,t out.t.nndi„s rotir.a, «.Wstr..tcv, ,„ c.U-' 
fomi. h.-,vd consiaorcd tho subjoot of what c . " ■ 

-.Ip chilarL uVing twon<v-four-hours a d.y ■ ., 1 
thoir own patents. ^ _j , 

/ ■ " ™'^Wappoint;cnt io.th.,t'«e .wcro ,. tn 
/ ogr.e on th. kructuJo of a Chiialon.s Sorvi , 

»«'5c.tio„. rogarding s„,h but 
-ostl, it Ch.ngolalone is' n-: . 

-nt. Honry Kissinger in "Str.togy'and 0.:... ..VHoi- 
writes: .i„ tho kbsinca of a gonirally und.r,,; a„c- 
trxno, our actions , will of necessity prove h , ' ' rU 
conflicting- proposals win ^.petkith each 
out an effective basis for their resolution. ' 
proble. as it arisos,yill soe. novel and .n.r,.;. „ 
''O absorboa in analy.i., .itj nature rather than :U ' \ 

Seeking solutions. , . "l/ 



1/ "Foreign Affair'nV no\ l • 

wo; .s, v'ol.. JS,- (April <-.■/) 
p. 394, ^ — '/ / 



vxi: 



♦ II ? " " " * 

>■ "Thoro 'is no quostion ^-k^ - i 

guo.tion, tMQ current . service sysf-om 

worthwhile," noted G.rty Ereuor • , 

entir-- ^'^''''^ ^" clcscribing- the 

ZT -^-^^-^--:^^-ive.y 3„. He 

portions o. it^..^ 
ever, there ,ar6, in gonernl i m-.n„ • 

the system, rxn-ct wO-u u..,^ ' • -^J-^ig 

could do for bettor m- 

. ' '^^^ "^^t ^^ceiving services 

they are receivi-^g the ^wrong or^ in.d- 
thoro -^r • \ inadequate services; 

s -u.,.c..... ,3 ^^^^^^^^^^ ^^^^ ^^^^ 

P°"-^.t, .osourco. ..votd .o. servo our h-nai ' i , 

kin^ / understand the 

kxnds, magnitudes, and int^r.rel...-n - 
oroh-. ■ / ^Gl^-^tiojjships of those 

problems requires th.-^t v.v- vion ^h. 

. ' ' ^h:- sy.-^fcom comprehen- 

-voly from the porspe^ive of - t^e b.si. . • 
noecls of chi-ldx^en. "i/ . • " . 

; - Hl^o fh. roV.3 wh.toh wore rcviowoa, ' 

'o,o.hor o. t.c. ro.ouroc= .oi .HiVon. 

GuidGposts ,.ra prdvidod 4r d-c^i.^^ , 

T °=°i=ion mnkors who 
mny wash to "brino i-h, \ 

o-ing tho ronourcoh together" nnd to 

".Pl0^.t. the .oc.™e„d.t.o„s .or . 

Of Children. . • . 



The - - 



The Rone Ahe;d""pnnS P^""^ "Ondicapped Chijldr-n. 
lifornia ' ^ '"^ Corpcr-.tir.n-, santa Monica;. 

IX 



Ti m STUDIES . ' . ' 

The California Review -and Synthesis of Foster 

care studies project ha^ prepa,rert her^ a docurr'ent 
v'hich reviews and conbines the" ,.Ljor reconuaendations 
of seven recent Calif onnia studies of Foster Care, • 
Th^se shudies" Tvere-. ' % ' ■> , 

' ^^fe^^wf S**K'^P«rW of' Social , 
• ■ fegg£tiffl-£° lt^r care in c,-,H fnvn^." , .• 

~^^TS|l^labivo Auflit Co.™ittee, 107> 

5^V^^^l^^^a2tives_on Child '^■'c3f?re . \ 

. TOGter Carp, c i F:"^ — pr~;^;-::il±.X •* • » \ 

collahoraiion-^S; ^r.^^r^^'^^V^^ ' 
and T>Q01 l-p'ihbpraPr clJ^n '^"P^^^stein. 

gopher, MM,S'SSi2Sii^ri,r^- 

ciuspice& m cooperation! V7ith c=.„ rtAj. 

q-;n H;fS u ""^^"-^ KeAlth and I^elfare and 
San J1ateo-?robati6n Depaytment 



0 



0 



^eterminad these S^sfcJn 5. 3 ' P'^ coijsultants . 
by their prior^?iSf 1ou?S''?";^''^'^°"^^ rated. here 
rocomnonda^ion will folloS ' ''"''•'^ "^^ ^^^^^ 

"ealth'and r-Toif-^v.^ * ' • 

V welfare Agency should develop a 

Single Children's Service Unit responsible f.r ' 
• Planning, operaMon and evaluation, ^or' children 
reauiring out-Of-honre care. . " • v 

U..te^ to chllcl.e„ classified und.r. So.tion 602* " 
^^^ifornia ^'elfar. an. Institutions Code,., the ' ' 
most serious offenders'. 

ProtectiVe Services* chn„i^ , . 

should be 3iven jurisdiction 

^or children clr-^qci •r,-^,T' « . ' 

clc-is.ifxe.1. under Section 600S abused 

or neglected children. 

«^Ption 601*, a category reserved for children v,ho 
are generally out of parental control, should He 
_ «pe^:led and an alternative sy.ten, of co«unity ' ' 
services (public and orivate; Youth .Services • 
Bureau* as. model) i„clii„, ^^.^.^ ' 

counseling be undated lor all counties. 

There should he a statewide supervising agency 
^aesignated to monitor pro.atioh departments, establis 



' Please see Glos-sa/ry. 



" standards, and evaluate program Effectiveness. 
(The .California Youth ;^.uthority* would be a 
possible choice.) .. v 



Please see Glossary, 
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^ ■ 

-■ ^cr s (System RGcoijiriendations) 

1~ • • ^ 

Background r^formaMo^ Proqrc.s T^enoJt 



/ 



/ 



" * d * 

After a comprehsnsive rav<e..j n« 4.i,« ■ • ' 

California Postor Care sturiVv,^ S° 
<32terniiile<?. these 2^^^' ^^--sultants 

h'^re by their p?iorJ?!|r s^f~"*"=-^'^-^°"=' "^efl 
reooTOdation will foui-i.. references for each 

1. The state B.part.ent of Social Welfare s.houM 
instruct counties on how to identify those 
<5epenaonts' a\d .,rds .of the Courts eligible for 

• federal reirhursenont 

' r * . 

2- counties shouM »ore clo.ely e.anine el.<,i,iuty ' 
tor Aid to Families v,ith Oependent Children, (APDC, . . 

3- nepartnent of Health should develop a statewide 
. °''>re caseload standard. 



4- Th. .epartr.,.„t o, .ealth should develop a uniform 
foster family hoP.e rate, .aking allowances for 
special needs, - 

= • •nepart.en't of Health should devilop information 

systems to collect r»i+-=,' 

data necessary to measure program 

effectiveness. 

6. The Department of Health c?h^m/j • 

.■L 1 (.-axrn should increase Aroc-BHI 

(Boardin, „o,os and. Institutions/ pro.ra. staff' to 
no .ore than 12 at one foster care system develops - 
-tUl the sane need for sufficient pronran staf.' 
to nonitor entire system) . 



* Please see <Uossary 
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„ • ■• ^ ^Janagenvent 

Recommeridaitions 

7 • . ^ ^2). 

/.. Administrative ^ 

o) certify ;- r^th.r_thM licenso, foster hom.s , * 

d) /""saso ^Uovanoe to non-needy rel.Uve 

e) initiate a system of. incentive payments. 



* This roconnenflation ■■ia<- lat-o^ ^ , 

see page 29 for o) an^"pay,l/%re) 



I 



Mcinngomant 
Recommendation.^ 
(3.) 

SOimca R^P ER^vc^S (^lanagement ReconP.Gndations) < 

Legislative Audit Coianiitteo, Pooort on 
Foster Care m Calif ornin. 197-3 (June), 170^7157^17. 

^Ibid. , p. 3/'. . 

^•'?':'islative Audit Committee, renorl- on 

'^Ibid. , p. 25. , . ■ 

Sibid. , p. 15. 
^IMd., p. 17. 

hastate of California, Deoartn-nt of^ Health 



1973, p. 8. 




^^•Ibid. , p. 


8. 


^^iSid., p. 


20. 


"^^Ibid. , p. 


22. 


"'^Ibid. , p. 


17. 
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ERIC 



^^^t^^/:^^ l^^' -von recent 
c3eterminod these Procr^^n p '^' consultants ' 

by their Prio?I?iL'?'1our?o°r-r-"''°"n ^ere 
recommertriation will foUoJ^ references for each 

1. County Departments of Sociii q^v ' ' ' 

ooo+dl Services, uoon rec6ivin 

a request (or out-of-,o.,e placement, should J.e' 
an i„ecuate .valuation o£ the case and the alter-' 
natives £or.ha„«i„, it. .very reasonable t-ffort 

• " to prevent entry o. the chila into . 

the p<v<!tor Care System. •. • 

intervention, ho„e„,a.er. 
• -ther.^ helper; clay care, oounselin,, medical anc, ' 

psychiatric treatment, otc ) ^hnm ^ i ■ . 

7 ^^^'> snould ]:>e available. . 

and delivorec! f o -Fi.^,^ . . 

orcc to fanxliec- m an 'effort to preclude 

removal of the child. . • 

3. services should continue to be delivejed to tHe " 
. natural family if the cMl. is removed. .Hey shoul. 
*o a central component of intensive .ork'with the ' 

fanily tov/ard th'^ aoai ^-p 4.^ 

cn. goal of the return of the child 

in the near future. ' . 

^- specifics of a c4reful revie,, of out-of-home 

Mace,nnta according to' a specified' time fra.. 
Should be .developed ,an.:enforced. Written short- ' 
term and long-tern plans which evalu/te possi- 

bilitier. of rotunV ^•r^ , / - 

- ""^l^ ^-^"i^' -adoptiori, lona-tP'rin ' 

8 / ' 



o • ■ ' . Program 

Recommendations 
■ (2) 

foster care, -etc. should, be made for the child 
at every point of reviev/. At a dc^ffinite time 
during placement, a permanent plan should 
■ madfe for the child, if the temporary placement 
■exceeds a certain length of time, the permanent 
plan should be reviewed, implemented and enforced. 

5. The State Department cf Health should revise the 
adoptions c?aseload standard to allow adoption 
workers sufficient- time to work with foster childre 
c1n^ their foster parents toward potential adoptive 
placements . • 

-6a. County adoption departments should be furnished 
with sufficient legal staff to process cases^ of 
free<flom of foster childrd-n fr^m custody and con- 
trol of their natural parents,, ;. 

6^,. Free legal service should be provided to* foster *^ 
parents wishing to quali»fy for .guardianship of 
• foster child but lacking financial -means to 
meet costs.* 

7. 'Training programs for foster parents should be 

planned and required. 

8. Training needs and programs .for child services 
workers should be reviewdd and revised. 



pages''4l°™"''''^^°" ''^^^ r^jectiod. Please see 



; Program 
/ " Recommendations 



Movemher 1 /T?7l7ff-t~^2^^^ 

sHpTH in l:olfahor-illnn'-''-.2- '■^^i^^-'^ an d Michae l 

Francisco ausnico- in ^ l-'mversity, San 

■ Probation Dcn.'-t^^^^i*" ^^^^^^^'^^^ ^'^ith the San riateo 
v/ill be rofoiroc' iinn?; ,"^^f ^^ter this report ' 
California, Dc^^ oX-.'^^.^l^^- 7 ^^ate of 

Poster Care St^v n!l Health, Adoptions an^^. 

VPno:i^^^~^~^^y^' ^^«ven«.ber-l7T:9737^ S^B, ■ 

riaitina'ISyS^'lf ^V' ;f '•^1^^^^' Children / 

^T-Xs: S:.ii;:::£_C£re_Pi^d^^ Hoveniber 1, V)7i, 

12aitin''"j97?'?-l-^^^^ f ^^^^ '"^^l-^are, children \/' • 

of He^th. Adontlon.^ ^Tro-inTcXl^^^^^ / 
MovemEer i , -^k-ty— — -S^4-i^:::Jd2^C ^^ Study nep nrf-^ ,/ 

Ip^TTpTIJ: — l??-? (January) , J" T 

^^^I^^^IS^^ Children/ ■ 

BiPorron_St_atel^ AudIFc5HSu-kee , 

l^nj '?9l2f ^20?'"' °' "^1^-^-' Children . ^ 

Waiti2!o^;?:'^?^^r%j!,f-ial ^fr^^-o, Children 
•L/ -L/Za, p. 23. Joint LGiiiTiHVi-715^' 
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* Program 

Recommendations 

SOURCE m-lFRPPMP r;?; (4) 

~- ■ • ■ sl : 

Jiaiti£'\l72r?^T"\^ ,^--1 ^'elfare, Children 
MMiLEoster Care ^..^-^^^-i^^^l-^i^^ 

of-niirth, Adoption;' ar!l ?o4;'i'^°^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ ■ 



^ !• Recoramencla tio n » . ■ " / 

• ^SnifJS ^' Service Unit.rgcponsible for 

• ^ Sin^- ^^^^ evaluation for chji<'re- 

reqtiirina out-of-hone care. ' ' ^ '■'■■^^'re-. 

Consultants^^ " ' 

All of the . consultants ' strongly agreed with tJiis 
recOn.Tion<3ation. They felt' that this reconmenc-ation 
crucial if the foster care program was to be ^a truly 
• . effective system of services, to .children and their 
fairdlies, . All :-1anageincnt and Program reconnend^tions 
can bei^.ucces..fuliy ir.pie.nientec only if the single unit 
is created. 

Some of the consultants specified some functions of 
^ the unit: Caseload standard setting, rate setting, 

development and maintenance of a reporting system. One ' 
consultant described the current fragmentation "of services 
Artother stressed the importance' of V7ell-cpiaiirie^ ' 
top-level per'sonnel. The overall concern was the need 
for accountability. 



Source : 



(See graoh and cha/t on the followincr two pages.) 
Health nnr^ffr'^'^'-f 7^'^ organisational urUts in the State ■ 
fo^i^l AcT^^-^y responsible for the supervision" of ' 

foster care, programs./ This diffusion of authority precludes ' 
. effoctxVe sunervi.io/, and coordin^.tion of nroaraJ Sth local 
agencies -and prevents the assi^nn-ient of rosoonsiblliiy for eLhor 
program failure or/soccess at the StatoUcvcl- " ' 
Report M8.3 Jul^,- i?74.- d. 5. " • . 



■/ 

/ . 

12. 



Systems 
Recommendations 
(2) 

the ^fS^^"^^^*'^ u"*^ "^^^"^ "^^"^"^y "r<rani2ed to permit / 

ptcelSfoTchU^^^^^^^ 

to rh!?Ji"- legislative sessioh', over 70 bills relating 

to children receiving out-of-home care were introduced. There is 
no single organizational unit to dotor-ino tho impact this 
proposed legislation^ Ibid. , p, 12.^ " 5 -^^^ o. cnis^ 



4 <• 
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(2b) 



v. , ....J - • ■(■: 

.Bstu^atod- Number of Children/ 
a •Out-of>-il9me 'dare 

my' iU.. 1973 



Heaitli Protection ''systems ' ' ' 
'(County V-Jelfare Deparfcinents) : - • 

; AFbc-BHI (Children pjac^ 'ij^th 
honrelatives) . ' " 

' . APDC-FG (Children pladed with 
relatives) 

^ ' 1* ' • - 

■ ... 

Health Treatment Systems:/ 

Developmental disabiiitios 
Mental disabilities. ' ' 



County Probation D6£>ai;tin2nts; 

AFDC-DIIli/ / , 
County- Sundes.? only 

Total C-tiiarerT • . 



Es^tiinated 
Numbeif .Qf. 
Children 



Z7,020 ' 
ll2,S00'-» 



6,650' 



710 



2,980 
5,960 
55,82n 



Percent 
,0f Total 
Children 



70.8^ 



l'3.2% 



16'. O' i 
100.0% 



■^Sf theli'cSe If f I'nt^'j'f ^^'^"'^ departments, 
. % thexr care xs financed in- part by county welfare departine;;ts. 

-Zlti: ^Kt?'™^ ^"^^-^^^ -(CYAjlchildren- under 

♦ " « 

* Legislative Audit .Committee, 1-18.3, p. g;- 
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Systems 
Recommendations 



2. Recoronendations * 

neglected children. ^^ction 600, abused or 

■ . a?e'oen4adly\Sf o?°'^ "'^fr^^' ^^^1^^^-^^ v,ho 
be repSa^?d an? control, should be* 

services ?nnh?V". " alternative system, of comnunity 
st-rvxces (public and private; Youth c:r^r^„ir,^„ '""+^7 

Co nsultants' Cnilini^llll^ . , - 

All th.. consultant, a.reefl to tho three reoo^endatiois 
although a nu*e^ of oonoerns were eypressefl. First, it 
V'OUM be crucial to «n&to protectiyo sorvices thro.^,,hout 
the Stato.' Second, it vas stressed that organi.atio,nal.ly, 
the protective services delivery syster has weaknesses 
equal to those of the probation system, it was 
suggested, however, that .a 'single state level unit for 
ohildren would greatly strengthert the role of 
pretective services at, the county level. The introducation 
Of the Panily court (while not specified per se in any 
of the reports) was suggested as a posiv:ive move, in 
relation to repealing Section 601, coi^unity alternative 
programs have not yet proven to be any more successful 
than the established sorvices. The- repeal &f 601 would'" 
call for a treme,,c.ous amount of conperatior among the 
public agencies apfl between the public and comunity based 
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Systems' 
Recommendation «5 

probav ^ ■ ^'^-^ - 

pronation, Pin;:^nw - • 

. Pinauy, sor,. probation 5.part.ent3-^5^ 
•iready bogi„„i„, ^^^^ . . 

away rrom dealing with 601 's. 

Source: ' " ! ' ~ 

-ny i'^P^i^tTst'eiL'l::^^^^^- -^"^-^^ to provide too 

and ^eTce^rZ^^^^lJ!^^^^^^^^^ °^ the juvenile .court 

to socl" ^^^^^'^ SsStut:':":!'*^' t° include 

cr,-^ f ^ «s evidenced by thJr vioi!^ ^^"^ P^^s^'^t danger 
« Bolton Z ^^°^^t.on Of some established 

The. Section 601 child < J 
refuses to obey the reasonfbi! ° f """'""^^^ °^ habitually 
°5 '^^^ parents, guardians ntt^Z,' ^''°P^'' °^^<^rs or direction<! ^ 
who IS beyond the control of ""^ autho^tios or 

or guardian actually^'e'or^isr^a °^ ^as no oaJent I 

children fall withi^ So jJrisict °" 

welfare and xostitution.: ^^^'^^^^^^^^ of the ^ 
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^ Systems 

Recommendations 
J 5) 

3. _Recoi?mendr-ifi An- . 

establish standards anJ^^^^" <'^Partrr.ont^ , 5 . 
effectiveness (She , T'^^V^to program 
would be a possible choice ''^■^^^^^'i'^y " 

Consultants' Resonnco. 

There was strong agreement a.ong the consultants . 

on thxs recoanendation, but equally strona 

. 4ucii.xy sfciong concern was 

- *° "-J^thox t„e cazi^orni. .out., .utho.it ~ 
^ua..3.e. .... ^^^^^ ^^^^ . ^^^^^ 

■-e. oa.e. One consultant ..eo^en*. 3o.eone 
a==..necl to inves^^ato this issue in ot.o. .tates. 



Source: 



response LV:o:S?in1^''.™" '•""V =tate aneniy 

I^^re is no statewide "upoJvi^i^^ r "T"?'"' 

egectivoness. Thls%L?t?v:kt!:!„"r?^H" T ^"""'^'^ ^-''"■» 
Children supervised by countv nr^K^i- . /^^reatn-Gnt of foster 

evidenced by varyin, casel^al Ses .'nd 'T''""^^"*'^ ^"""^ ^^^^ 
the counties and by the greater nT structures .moncr - 

xn some counties." ^ constitutional placorents 

A. Bolton Report, July, 1974, p. 12. | " 



Ifl 



consultants a.r.oci ttat oountios'-had fniled in the 
P-t to couoct ^edoral .oney on the children eli^ihie 

for such fundinq And that th-;<= r.^. 

tnat tnis rnoney should be claimed. 

Only one^ consultant 'did not fee-" . • ^ * 

v-xi. iiot ree^. it necessary for 

instructions to be iqonnri -t-^ 4.' 

o >^e is.ued to tne counties, m her mind, 

the xne.:i:icioncy in collection had resulted, from , 

erroneous SDSI7 instructions" in 197^ which h. =. • u 

j.^/^, wnxcn had since boon 

corrGctecl* 



Source: 



children placed in Sl:r ho^^^S^^^ .-^^^"^^'^ ^^i^i^le., 

of the court ('.-el faro and rZt^ I ^udqed a ward 

have not been cl Sod for Lderai °- ^^2) 

"In 'adr5iH«« • . i^Gimbursenent, 

(January 2, lOf 7 the lo- . ./^'f "^'^^ °^ footer care 

an estiLt^d ^.^o^^^l^^^ -i^urso.ents .amounts to 
legislative Audit Com.n,ittee! 14G.1, pp 4-5 "^""^ 
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ERIC 



I. 

1 



Management 

Recommendations ^ 
2. Recomnenda- hj^m* ^ (2) 

^ Sity!^ """"^^ ..examine ,VVC eU<ji. ' 

Consultant-.^' '-"^Tr^rrt- 

consultant, «,,3«T that both State and Ccuntv ' 
administration. .u.t assist in the i.ontitication'of 
Children eligible. i„ . 



Source ; 

mis recoiPinendation strc^^^^c 4.^ - ^ 

claining federal funds Lr ApK cin?^ ^^^^^'"--ibility for " 

their homos by court order. """^ ^'^^^^ ^err.oved fron. 



. * Management 

Rcconinunda tions 

3. Roconmonc'c' tion t * 

The Departnent of Hoalth should dev^loo a stai-r>- 
v/icle foster care caseload standard! ' ^ 

Con.'3ultants ' Con irents- 
^ Consultants agreed that caseloads -must >)e 
standardized. However/ r-any consultants v;Gre concerned 
that these be flexible in line with the follouing 
considerations 

a) special characteristics of county ' 

^^''^ required, to work with foster 
parents; eg., six children in one ^oster 

or six foster homes. . . » 

c) separate workers for families whicli can be 

^^^'l'''^ no'reau\Sic 
j-amiiy ties exist 

^) relationship b-tween caseload standards for 
foster care and. adoption > 



Source ! 



"...we can find no justification for the wire 
variations m caseloads that currentlv exist, ih the 
counties y;e visited, the average caseload size Snaed 
Se 2fp 22!' ^<^^islative Auait Committed 
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Wanagenent 
Recommendations 
(4a) 



Average Foster care Caseloads 
For cconty «^lUr.^^, ProMtio^XIrt^nts' 
Six-County Sample 

April-197 3 * " . > 



I^s Angelesi/ 
Monterey 
Orange 
Riverside 
San Diego 
San Francisco 



^Avgrage Nfin>bcr of m.o. r>.^ -.-nrhUin," 

^^ySiilJMISre^^ County Probation 

Voluntary , Court~Order<»d Department 



52 

2/ 
37 
68 
25 
33 



38 

2/ 
3/ 
68 
45 
33 



38 
"55 
51 
40 
65 
51 



* Legislative Audit Coimittee, 148.2, p. 19; 
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Management 

A r>^^ . Recommendations 



special needs. waKing allowan,ces for 

Consuitants' rr.mn^,^^. 

consultants agreed that there should be a uniform 
fapily hone rate, wit^h allowances for special needs. 
The suggested that these rates be flexible and increase 
as the Child gro.s older. It was also indicated that 
the state and' federal governments should assume more 
of the cost, one consultant proposed'that not only 
Should the county be relieved of cost, but the Board 
of Supervisors should be rePieVed of the power to 
establish rates. 



Source ; 




* Please see glossary 
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Management 
ftecoinme;?idatldns 
(4a) 



ra.!? 1'"^ ^"'^ Institutions 

For thl ^''t ""^"^-^ ^-?-ts 
For the Twenty Largest Counties 

June 1973* * 



Alameda 
Contra Costa 
Fresno 
Kern 

Ips Angeles 
flarin 
Monterey 
Orange 
Ri<>*ii>^sidGg 
Sacramohto 
San Bernardino 
San Diego 
San Francisco 
San Joaquin 
San MatGo 

Santa 'Barbara 
Santa Clara 
Sonoma 
Stanislaus 
Ventura 



Caseload 

1,344 
861 
591 
692 
13,180 
150 
219 • 
721 
• 797 
975 
943 
1,635 
2,024 
420 
632 
335 
1,303 
427 
,434 
.285 



Highest * 
Regular Foster 
Home Rate^/ 



$130 
130 
110 
110 
107 
160 
' 125 
148 
125 
125 
120 
127 
130 
125 
130 
126 
98 
108 
llO 



// 



115 / 



; Average^/ 
Payment/Child 
Ini Foster H nmA 

/ . $128' 
/ 119 
102 
103 
122 
133 
117 
' 118^ 
106 
132' 
104 
121 
150 
122- 
122 
123 
147 
146 
133 
109 



1/' Public Welfare in r,THf„^ • 

are in California, June 1973. 

- t'T ~ 

Older child wtttout unusual ^p^fclai'S;. '"^ ^" 

,4/ insumclent ca=es to produce a «a„i„,£„i " 

legislative Audtt comlttec, 143.2, p. 33.- , , . " ' 



Average 
Payment/Child 
. In Institution; 



$574 
631 

1/ 
426 

466 

474 

i/ 
444 

438 • 

487 

430 

471 

588 

451 

542 

395, 

507, 

~456 

474 

4/ 
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■ , . Wanagement 

5 • - , ■ • '^'^commendations 

g gco^^nenclatio n. (5, 

Department 'Of H*aai4.K u ' 

, program effectiveness! "''^'^^^^^i' to measure 
^2^i5^iitants:_C^^ 

Consulipahts agreed with +-h^ 
--3 --™ena.«.on an. . 




2' and contror eases ' " 

" , '° ^«e=tivo„o33 achieving ,oaZs ' 

legislative Co^ittoe, pp. i,.,3 
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^ > Management 
^ • ^ ^Recommendations 

J^econinendatinr^* 16) 

oarj systen Sdvetops '^JL ^eecl still 5°=^" 
Consulta-n)-.s' Comments ;, 

The oonsultantp agreed to'the-„eea for .ore staff 
to monitor the APDC^BHT proc,;a.. /here was so.e floubf 
that twelve staf r^„enU,ers.v,as a sufficient n«er., . 



Source; 



to .onlLr he .?o1 S^iL ' ° ' '"-'-'^"^ consultants 

"third con^dtani wL noi hLLf K^'^^J "^f^^"^'" P^^^^^"*' ^'^e 
1973. Tltose consultants h'v" vJo.f ^ department until October 

during the last 24 rronfhs " rra?o'f-°"^^ °^ ""^^ ^8 coui^ties 
148.2, p. 16, Legislative Audit Committoo, 



7a. Recormendat-ir^n. 



Management 
Reeomnenaationa 
(7) 

Consultanfc.<. r^^IIIinfn ^ 

' -"-"ants felt that sich a aivl.ion woula 

■ be be„e«ciax. . However, one cpnsultant .elt .t.on.ly 
■ «-ava„ta,es o„t,,et,h the aavantages by ' 

-is separation o. .oste. ca.e. she .eU that a'-chec. ' 
point system for oval ^ 

. _ ror evaluating placements and reduced 

caseloads could solve, the Iproblenr. . ' 



Source J 



Mer^xt and this division „m,?^ ^'^^^^^^^n in each are 
Department .of He^ltCp "^"^^^"^ ^'^^"'^ effectiveness. 



r 
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Management 

^ ' ' . J^ecommondatlons 

•7K T^ ' ' , " . (8) 

'O. Recommerirlatinn ♦ . * . _ 

. lZ;^Lt'r.i;rlt ^-t- care a„a the , 

■ Consul tant...: ' Commnfr. , , - 

\ consultants agreed with tT,is' reoo».„d.tion. ,s 
oHo oonsult^nt^rote: "Current co.part.ent.U.atio„ " 
^.sorteaiy attr£but;a to a<=.i„istrative' convenience.' ■. 
Ob™ Yith bureaucratic convenience as a .ational'J. 
This proposition is logical and should fa support*: Z. i. 

Other consultants ,noted' that in some countii " ' 
■Foster Care and ^options Units worh closely and I ' ' 
effectively, if the Poster Care Systems ere givln 
a higher priority within the state Department of health 

there were more than three technical staff fo?-the 
entire State, the reco^endation "would possibly be 

simpj.a through sharing of ideas among the 

counties. 



, Source; 



Meny adoptable children for whr^n, 
hope of rcimification wifh JnJ- f ""^ "° realistic 

Placement th^ouglf adooSon ^ ^ pennanent 

together more to end the u.nh^^^ ""^'^ 
Departn^ent of Hea^^h p o ^^^"^^xon for .children. 



Manogoipont 

* Recommendations 

_ (9) 

7c. Re commend ation ; . . ^ 

certify, ra.ther than license, fostfer hotn-s. 
Consultants.' Copra enta^ ' ' • ' 

Consultants agreed thdt certification of foster, 
homes as implemented in many other 'states 'is a policy ' ' 
• from uhich California could b^enefit. The legal ' " 
impncations of licensing makes it an inflexible 
process. ; IJell-guided certification could be an ' 
important supplement to our curfent licensing 
procedure. One suggestion v;as to. test certification 
in selected counties and then compare results with 
licensing the same counties. 

7c-. Revise d P.e.corxiendat-i nn - 

- ^^'^r^t^^^' ^^^ti^i^^-'tion Should be * 
in results compared with licencing results 

m the same countries. , ' *'--^"y rt.su±cs 

' , . I 

\ — — — i — — — — 

So ur CO ; 

i-^"'"' accomodation to the orogram is to convert *^ 

fwSiiitf hif f ^"^^^ cexitification allows greater 
tieyxbilxty better to serve changino needs in <.oci^l tlT 
adranvstrative cix .u^stances. " Depart^en? of hSS^T 21. 



I 



7ct . ftecomr nendation ; 

< t « 
Increase allo^:ance to non-neGdy relative. 
ConsultantG^ Co nmentcj^ 

Consultants agreed. 



Maiiagenent 
Recommeifjdations* 
' \ (10) 



SoiircG J 



por cMm/ p™tor r^l Wro,:i„ately 550 - $75 »or honth 
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erJc 



f^anagenent 

7^ . . Recommendations 

initiate a syste. of incentive payments. 

Most consultants felt th-,^- 

■i-'-iT: rnat mcentivp m,,,^ i. 

nnf ■ ^''i-ive payments ve^-r^ 

not necessary >. -i 

°' '^'"^"'"^ ^^^^^^-^^ to their 
homes or providing per-aronf- m 

better o • ' ^'"""^"'^"^ "be met by 

.better organisation, re.uce. caseloads, etc. 




returSn'^'hUd'^o'ro'rV"^ towl^d goal of 

have never been tried ^..^0,^1^ Permanent placement, 
Department of noaSh, t ^^^ ^ California. 

• i 



A County DeAartniGnt of Social q^r,,,- /' ! 
receiving a recru'-sfc fnv-^, i \r . ^^^^''^'Z "PO" ' 
. should m4e E^i^L^'dxaL eJ:?n;i°"^" •pj/coi.entl 
and formulatk aUerna^.V^r? ''J'-^" 9^ ^aL 
Every reason.b e ef^Sr^ sh u?? h'^Sf"^"' 
entry of thef child inS /^^^ ^° Prefent 

-t*.. into tue Foscec/care Systejn. 



Consultants^trj^ 



Consultants 
to keep the chile 



I 



reed that ever/ef f ort must be,' p^ade 
in the home. /ov;ever, they stJes.ed 



that this is onl^ possible if /deguate funds for 
extensive soyhec are nrov^ecl. 



Source : 



/ 



case planning, and seirvico or rTfllTJ ^^^^<Tnosxs, prdmpt 

have serious problows bit v-ho do S i '^'•'^•'^ ^^"^^iH "ho 
Program decisions .nd serviSa fction/h"'°i''' ^" ^^^P^^^i'- 

help familie^s cope with proMo^fv^? °" findings 0,4 

proportions, thus avoid fc£^PL^,TuT ''''''^ 
child, or placonont of thfchLd i,f ^f', ^^"^^""'^"t of thq 
must be removed from the W " ^"^^^''^^ '^^^ 

Department' of Health, p. 6. 
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Program 

care ooun^^UngTmXcLl T^''''^ J^^^''^' ' ' 

^ent) should be ava!laSle anci K^^^i^tric treat- 
^ - an effort to Precludf re^.^^l'o^^^^l c^f^^^- 

•Consultants agreed th;,-H c ■ . ' 

^ services should be avail- 
able and mandated nno ■ , • 

at.d. One consultant writes: "This 

eve.. ■ 

be accessible oii a x„ , ' ■ ^"ouia 

on a 2.-hour basis for appropriate 

7 ntion to prevent re.o.U o. t.e ,Mia 

from his home." . ^ 



Source ; 



family to S^^witfiL ^roblo'^r "^f '^^"^ hclp„tho 

removal should, ba^tho need for o;o^ "^^^^^^^^ su'h 

removal of the child und'r other o " °' '^^^^ ^hild." The 

the problems and weakens th^ j!^ ?''''='-"-'""*^^"=<=^ °»ly compounds 
return of the child TdiffLuirand ''^"^^^ '"-king the 

^ . It is essential, feWfoL Jmk^ °" ''^"^'•'^^ P^°=<=3s. 
be xnunediately available to all 'n! ^ ^"^^ ^"'"'•"^o of .erviceg 
crxsis to assist them in deaSnVvlT^H'""^'^'^' ^" ^ ^^-ily 
Preclude the need for the remov!] o' V, ^"^ to 

^though the services needs of a f°'- , "^^"-^ ^^'^'^ ^he home, 
complex it is less costly if ^0!^^ '' ^^^^"^^ ' 

costs, if. their Provision heLs to '1^ ^^ortainly in human 
and to prevent the need for ! ^*^^^"^then- a 'family unit 
Many Of the needed 'se^vic':: SXtuv' ^" foster care. 

— be av.ii.ble in . ^^^JS^^^^^ ^ 
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s/.t3«, Should include at least the followinc;: 



Program 
Roconmondations 
(3) 



Psychological 

Psychiatric 

Financial 

Crisis intervention 
Pajnily 



^^^Mrenjy^^^^^^^ pp^ 21-22, 



Assistance Sorvices 
I^ay Care 

Night care in emergency 
Tutorial 

Ilomernakors and volunteer- 
Home phyoical therapy services 
Medical/health care 
Financial assistance to 
maintain home - . 



I . - • ' 

ER?C • 



a, central cb"onent of in^L''?'*'-'""^-, '^'"^ ^h™" 
family tov-ard the "o2l of ^i"" "i*'> the 
■ the near fuijiro? "'^ °* the chilfl in 

Consultant s' ConTO.en^g ^ ' ' 

Consultants agreed that 

jreea tnat it is absolutely essential 

■ to provide services to the easily after the child has 
.been removed. i„ i„,,,„,,^^ ^^^^^^^ ^^^^ 

action Which is in the .est interests of .hoth the chil. 
and his family. one consultant stressed, this 
separation can he therapeutic only if intensive services 
are provided to the family, often the parents suffer 
fro. guilt an,l a sense of failure, even thouc* they 
l=no,, they need and desire the ren^val -of the child. 

Services roust be'nrov-i r?or! 4U ' 

oe ..rovidec. to these parents to help them 

adjust to and .rev, in this afra„gei.ent an. to enable '. 

the child's early return to the family. \ ' • . . 

Other consultants expressed special concerns. 
3-se services should be provided by specially trained • ' 
staffi, not the family „o.,cer. Th, family ,,or.er should 
be responsible for securing .edical care, housing, 
financial assistance, .to. Caseload standards should ■ 
b^ -t. The family „orl:er • s . Judgncnt as to vrhen' the 
Child can safely return ho^e should be decisive. V 



Program 

' . ^ " Recommondations 

Source: (5) 

six .onths of Placement L parti cularlff 

parents stabilize their iJvpc ! important to help 

upon a mutuLly understood ^-1^" ^^reenent 
support Of tho parontfcan ''''^ "^^^^ 5<>""seling and 

guidance, arrange^^nS for r JalV'^^' ^^^'^^^^ ^^'i'^ ' 
for the parent o'r duld as nZZ - 
for.the-paroncs, plans for adoau?;e cSld "'""^ °' employment 
when the child returns home? S^n .n ^ " ""^'^^"^^ ^^^^ 
other resoutces in tho rZl , . learning about and using 

diroqted toward cr-^atinr ^"'^ ^^^^^^fi^ services 

fox the fanxiTto'j^n na.es it possible 

ct_on vith reasonable stability thereafter 
Departruont of Health, p. 12. 



Program 

~ ' Recommondations 
4 . Recommendatrfon ; 

The specif ics of a careful review of ^ut-of-hcne 

s^oS?n^%^°^?^^^^^ ^ specified t?me Ira^e 
Should be developc^d and enforced. Written Oor*-.. 

?f re?u?;;1ri.?ir^ "^'^ ^^^^-^^ ^ossiMUttes 

of review. At a definite time durino plJL;°^J 
a permanent plan should be made for?he cSud 'if 
the temporary placenent exceeds a certain length 

' ^l^""^'.^'^^ permanent .plan should be reSiS 
implemented and cyiforced. revxev.a, 

Consultants' Commenf-.R ^ 

Consultants agreed with dnd elaborated on this . 
rec6n^aendation. The -focus sh6uld be. on goal-directed 
services. Dynamic management and managerial control 
will be necessary.- A check-point . system will help as ' 
rnigh^ the newly e*stablished' foster care registry. 
Timely review) of cases should be made at a level above 
the supervisor of the racord-l^eefiiag unit; Co^mties 
should establish foster care review committees composed- 
of qualified professionals outside the agency. Finally, 
accountability x.iii be extremoly import^n.|:. 

Source ; 

nrn-i^If °^ "^"^ children in our > 

p! o/IJLrsStistxcrr' ^T'^ Legislative Audit CoiitteJ 
"Foster Care, should never becorae a way of life for rhn,q 

ovon thoush tl»ra is no possibility of return to"h/Sj2.i 
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Program 
Reconmendatlons. 

(6a) 



\ 

Length of ^mo a Child Remains 
In the APDC-Brfl Poster., care Program 
^ Six-CounW Comparison ^ 
Projected. Caseload 
June U973 * 



LoSi J\ngelGS 
Monterey 
Orange 
Riverside 
San Diego 
San Francisco 

Total number 
of Children 

Percent of 
Total Children 



Under Two 
Yegrs 

3i900 
83 
397 
484 
642 
518 



6,029 



Number Vf children 



32.5? 



Tv;o Vears 
Arid'Oyer 



12,547 



67.5% 



Total 
Caseload 

13,180 

219 
"^721 

797 
1,635 
2,024 



18,576 



100.0% 



Legislative Audit Committee, 148.2, p. lo. 
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Program 

c , ^<^^*ominqn(3ations 

X^Ts ^^^l^^^^ -houl.l rovile the 
v/orJcors suf ficxert^ time t^.'^^ adoption 
children and theij fo^L^^-''''^ ''^^^ ^^^ter 
adoptive placements: ^^""^"^^ Potential 

^^^i^HltantsJ_Co^ • | 

consultants generally, agreed with this 
-commendation, one consultant .rote; -p,,:.,, 

■ ^ ^-----ns amon. counties. ' ' 

r - — - -^i^i^e Pederal .5. ' 

.servxcos funds and. conserve St..-. ^ • ' • . 

, . nscrve otate adoption funds — 

admirable objectivp ^ v 

^ ' '^"^ ^ the, high cost 

- -avin. Children without permanent horn.. - 

-other consultant expressed concern that th.s ' ' 

recommendation not be con3-rn..7 

^^"•-^"•^d as encouraoeiv^nt for 
WQrkers to pressure ^ostpr n . ' 
paints. '° 



SouVce: 



in tl,o recont past, potSialw »5f ."r-"! «>"->'ts mwl ,n., J 

"0"^ -e .,3 ^^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^ ^ 
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Recomnendations 

thosVfiSSvi^h"! " '^^^^^^ care^cluding both 

is 4l\""o'ntr rsUH^w'Ii:' '''t ^^-^-"9 in an institution 

costs amount t^an addit onall93'^;r ^-^i^^^^ 
•savings of placina thoi^ • J, ^'^"^ ^"""^1 cost 

much S $17 miUiL -nd iJ^^^"'^".^" -ouid ar.ount to as 

$29 million .lually " ^Le:Li':i-"\'"f ^" -^i-^^*^^ ' 

nnuaxiy. LeqislativQ Audit Committee, 143.2, p. 31. 



it 



X 



^0 



« 

"a- neeomiendal-ion. 



program 
Recommendations' 

(9) 



■ freedom of JoSteJ Ihfia!:;"/" '""^"^^^^ '^^-'-^ °« 
, . of their natSrjrpSents '^""""^ ^"'^ """t^^^l 

Consultant s' Coi?i!iorn-« ■ ' ' 

consultants agreed'. One consultant offered the 
reminder that these costs would be offset savinas in 
BHI payments. Host consultants, indicated' that provision 
Of thi^eoal staff must be iegislatod and ^hat "depend.ncv' 
on local bar associations is con,pletely inadeq«a.te. ■■ 

An additional sugcjestion for this roco.^e„dItion 
was not included in the seven studies. A consuitant 
folt that a legal staff, i„ and of it^Jelf , .as not 
sufficient. . =.,e reco.nendod that lawyers and judoes ' ' 
receive trainin, to assist the. in Aah-in, decisions 



Which are^in the best interests of the child. 



Source ; 



r 



. (See citatiion undor Recommendation 5.) 
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Program 

Recommendations 

6b. RecommGnciation * * <10) , 

paL\L^^^.',f.LTS-^u?Si1 ^^--'^'^ foster . 
. foster child but LcHn' L^'"'' ?"?^^^i^^nship of a 
costs. ""^..J-^iCKing financial neans to meet 

Co nsultants' Con m.:>n4-o. 

^ ? — ' . . - 

.'est consultants die, not ...o. with the reco«ona.tio„ 

,as statea. .hey „ero eKt.er.-3lv hesitant ..'^Z .a.in. 

^ foster parents „an.,; A. one consultant statefl/ " . 

_ -ny experience v,ith foster p.r.nto as guarfiians has ■ ' 
been 100, negative, m al.oct evory instance the ' 
.eo.,ter parent has, as.e. to relieved of , ,uarclia»^i„ ' 
When the ohild^becones a teenager. ' ' - 

Another convsultciht urni-«. 

uitant wrote. Guardianship generally 

provides little protection i=or ch^rir-.n - 

^a.<-.i lur Children ano. may prevent • • 

a responsible placement anorc- fro^, .o^.-. • 

'-■-'^c^ iiOiB acting m the child's 

best interests," ^ • 

one consultant stronc,ly disagreed l.ith th^s 
reco.e„dation. .vaUa.ilitv oC local Wwce-s should ' 
not be based on cfne's participation in th^ PoW^^ Ca^^"' - ■ ^ 
P"9ra.. . Ml persons should hav. acoes.,to th.se 

question Should not „ako the determination .s to 

Whether or not legal .services are available to those , ' ' 

who may.be questioninc. thi., auency. • ■ • ' 



Program 
Recommendations 

vised ra-^conv^^ I^^i.-^t-,-^..,. " . (11) 



This 



rocomendation is no longer supported. 




Source ! 



Of children In ■aiS-- and toTi.''^ '"'^ -'"^^li^^^^S^hTI^.tuation 
an early date by irioinf r I ^ """^^ ^^^^^^"^^ Placement at ' 
by holpxng foster parontr. assume guardianship. 



Program 
ReconimGndations 

-^conmond^f-i^n^ - (12) 
Training nroaram 

planned and Required! Parents should, be 

C2SsuJJbants_^__C^^ 

Ccnsuitants.agreed that a training orcVan for 
foster parents is necessary. ..ey dU.ore. on .ho " 
Should i.pie.ent such a pro.ra.. .So., sug.oste^^he ' 
--er Parents Association. ..other consultant stated 
it shoul<l be iinolor-cini-i^ri 

?xo .onted m conDUnction with the ' 

state must lend support. 

^ consultant in particular felt that this 

recommendation was c-i-r-nr^^ur ' ■ 

o..iromely important and must be 

•planned very carefully, •"Pr-,,ni-.„ 

■/ ...raining on a one-shot basis, 

or even annually, i. ..t sufficient, hc.ver.to m^^t 
needs of foster oarents if they are "to me^t t.o 

f3aily needs of foster children Tr^^n,- 

j-uicn. Training must be 

coupled v/ith adeourH-n 

. adequate, on-gomg consultation and 

support sej^vico;^' 
Source ; 

only le.lLf.l ^^^'^^^^^ -^cuco in l„o, 

• •..County fostor on>'rtn*- i,-^ '* 

foster parent turnoLTL^T""^^^ ^-'--^od ^h;;-* 

xnabi.Uty.to copo with the untjo proM^^^^^^ ■'"^''^^■^ P^^^^ts- 

frequently present, m our JdnUt !' ''"^ 

juaginont, an increaso in trainina 



\ 4A 



I 
( 



Program 
Recomnondations 



^"eS '"^ '^^vor of foster 

to become licensed. . qualified foster parents 

Legislative Audit Conunittee, 140.2, 



\ 

\ 



\ 

\ 

\ 
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' ' , Program 

^^^commendations 

j^-Gconinenrinfir^n* (14) 

iuviewea and revised. * 

=hU.1 servico., ,.,orte« „.ed to be reviewed and ■ 

They nado sevc-aZ suoc,^ 

^^v^iai suggestions: 

" S.%.^^Ii:if U ^^^^^^^^ . 

S?^,:^™^^:;^-;'- ^'p' "ith schools to 

Child -.■eSe"a.SoSreS.f ^-l^. 

4) The State muGt ta)-c^ lo^^-i^v.^'u • 

' leadership m this effort. ^ 

SourtG: ' ■ 

trainiS'progral'Inf extensive evaluation of 

^ - °' "'^'^ ^"-^^i--- workers, (chapters 

restoration of the child thotatnr;\ f °f ^"^ 
incidence of those children So Sv, rf ^ ^he 
long-term foster caro, anfiniuro Ll^ ^"^^^-"<=nco into 
■long-ter., care plans ^.'hothc?i^fof?^^ °^ ^<^alistic 

adoptive placement." (p 23 ) ''''''''' ^"^^itutions or 
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fi]fsrmpmi OF A Ri'irrinMAi 

Fr^^n amongst the roco.unendntion. avaluatod. the 

^^^^^^ -^-^ --^^n. cMiarpn in noo. 
°ut~of.-hoino care, Th.^ locir.i i,.,,.-, ^. 
- . -^^-^ l-^^^^l -:it which' to ostab- 

llSh this unit IT +-h,, r.r,r . 

i^ tho sysc.r,.3 level ..ithin the State 
of Cnli^-ornir, Department o.r H„v-;lth. • ^ 

^ , - "-^^^ ^-ncornod with inoquitios in 

both the occcssibilirv -,ni ^ - 

■^ilicy an<i tnc qualii:v of foster care 

sorviccc. Th-' v v t 

■fh., .ore alao convinced of the- n.od for 

ficcountahilH:,, i,, x.u.,^. 

«/ w tU.s. service. T, f..cllit.,to the 

^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

insure a supervisory power ovor mi m 

or over all the present public 
programs which effect rhn^>- 

rect children nocdincj out-of-hom.- 



care . 



^ui :'ltcrn ->.tivv shrur+-nv-, -.4. i ^ 

s..iucturo at the li-.alth and Uclfaro 

..ge.ncy er n.:o.rtn-..n.i ...... ,,,, . ^^^^^^^^^ ^^^^ 

.ostcr care. sy.t.. i. only a ..ti^n o. all children ^nc. 
y-.h o.rvicos, Whether .g.ncy or Departmental, .x.o 
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«n aaoncy or Dcpart,n/nt.-,l lov,.l „„it would , cronto ' 
■ greater distance between the children's service «n,-,gers 
-na the children and parents «ho are to be served. 
Once again, the sharp feeus necessary to produce ongoin. 
<-.eeount,-,biUty would be lost. In the event of a future 
reorganisation of the current California He.lth and 
welfare Agency, the above factors should be givon para- 
".eunt consideration in detor^nining at what level a ' 
==ing^e children's unit should bo established. 

Objectives OS a Children's Services Onit for "Out- ' 
of-Home Placement" should include,.. 1) a co„,prehensive 
Planning process, 2) a management infor„,ation system 
that tracks all children in the system, 3) a coordinated 
management operations system thnt, would have the 
^.uthority and the c^cacity to deal with issues such as 
standards, rate setting, the utilisation of federal 
funds, 4) an effective accounting end reporting mech- 
anism if the state should elect to play a larger role 
in the financing of foster care, 5, an evaluation system 
that would generate accciuntability on all levels' botl^ 
to the taxpayer and to the children a,,d parents-.to be 



served. 



Tho functions of such .r^ un.it would include r 
1. PI 'inning 

foroc.-,Dting trond.s in oi^t-of-homo core - 
funding p.ssibiliti.s, ?nd ooluLS '/.d 
econv-nic conditi'.ns; 
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devolopniLt , o? service svsLL"".'"^- ^'^^ 
to mpot specific lo^al nolds ^^^^^^'^^'^^ 

• 2. . Operation 

-■■ stnndnrd settina ' 
■ liconsing ' 

a) '™^inton,"cS'ol'L?S?^';r?""'**'^'^ counties) 
^ • .nioo,tion of fSas """ 

" SJ-L'-""^- ™™^5-c.„t"L„..itaUo„ With 

Dop.->.rt.o„t Of Eauc\\1o„'%^S 
3. Evaluation 

a) setting go-Is 

translating ooiis irn-^ 
^ related objectiv-os "^easurabla, tine- 
collection of dnl-n ^ 
well as m.an?L.o^t aSi^^rJ:^^^ 

prograra success J^d co't cf^° f ^^'^-^'^^i^*^^ 
^) county pcrform-,r.i ^ '^'•^f'^ctivenGSs 

several consultant. 

population o,Uo,o.ie. oo.ia .e co*in6a"into 
one, overall, out-of-hoino vl->r-r. ^ 

„. placement management system. 

Such a comlDination would includo i-h 

A • include thv present systems for 

clixldren who are mentally disabled ^f. . 

.... ^ disabled (formerly mentally 

^11 rcovolop^ntan. ais,Me. .(r.ta.aoa, , ,,,..,a .na 

e,afo.„i. tho. „ p„~-sontl. 
under the supervision of Health Tr...- 

. "-^"^^h Proatment Systems/ Health 

Sy..t.n,s, Bcnofxt P.y^onts, the C.liforni.-, 

6 
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Voua Authority, ond tho County Probation , 
Placomont systems. 

.one consultant dcunoatod^ " 

' =^^^-3 Which shou-ld, in his opinion b ' " " 

ovomn • opinion^ bo provided by c-n 

ovorall Manacfcmont and Fi^a■^^ n 

*^vcrsight unit for mi 
of-homo pl..eon,ont as well .s o^h ° 

, . children's services . 

1- Adoptions 

2. ■ AFDC-PG (Family Ground,' ^- 

With rolativos) tn^ ^Ptn^ children placed . 
and Institutions) • ^^■■"^"^ ^^^^"^rding Homes 

^J) foster homos " % 

group hn,nos - 

"^^tltution. .„a tro.-,tmo„t centers 
3. Child Ho.-lth Sorvicis . 

c) Chill L,';Jt"S?i 

^' ^^^'•^l^P'nental Disabilities 
vj ^t-'^te i^ospitnis 

^ regional centers ' 
local programs • (residential , day) 
■ 5. Mental Disabilities 

•2J f^'"^^? hospitals 

c) ioc^ai ^i?^ -hospitals 

^ (residential , day treatment) 
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Probntion Plncemonts (AFDC /county maintenance) 

o)^ f OS tar homes 
^ b)* group homes 

c) institutions and treatment centers 
^ d) county ranches 

g) county day troatfent 

7. CYA 

a) state institutions 

b) local programs . • " , 

Wore one to iccopt the necessity of a single ovor- 
nll nuthority for all out-of-home placement, addressing . 
tho progran. emphasis of such a supervising unit is ' " 

mind-bc>c;gnng. The transfer of authority and funding 
moch.nisms into a single unit 'provide formidable chal- " 
leng..n. oven wore, one to ignore the. political ramifications. 

It is dobitablc whether the Youth Author;,! ty, Pro- 
bation and similar "correctional/rehabilitation" oriented 
Px-xjr-,.,; sljiould be sup.rvisod by a foster care unit.' 
is t here m.re cormonality ^han 'disparity between the 
children who coraprise the two populations? should the 
unit include the State Hospitals and the Developmental 
Disability facilities which are obviously designed for 
more prolonged periods of twenty-four-hour care? if 
hospitals are included under the jurisdiction of an 
overall 3upervisory unit, perhaps in funding they should 
bo con.id.rcd vendors separate from the direct systems 
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Of oaro providors. On th. other h»d, it c.n oortainly 
bo «c,uoa that, if., the stnto is to provide a JLco^prohonsivo 
ohildron's s<.rvioos dolivory system, ail sorvioos which 
.-.ffoot an phildron i'n ali places providing out-of-hon,o 
care should come under the purview of iSSiTa system; ' 

Since the above "laundry list" of consijtatlons 
only scratches the surface of an exceedingly complex 
issue, and since consideration of a single comprehensive 
delivery system of children's services (including some 
services other than out-of-home csre) exceeds the 
-cope Of this current review, the Children's Research I 
Institute concludes this Report of Seven Major' , ! 

Studies With very similar statements ,.ade by the majority 
Of the seven Studies considered. A children's 
P"it is B xagmcnaga. Tho_cc g.osition and serviV.. foi 
inclusion and exclusion of such 'a single services unit 
for children is not dolino,-^^.^ ,■ ^ , 

It is the recc-mendation that the Governor direct . 
the Health and Welfare Agency to consolidate all services 
to children to the extent possible, and fhat the Gov- 
omor and the Legislature jointly create a Task Force 
to explore, develop and report by April 30, 1975, 
concrete .md -detailed\ecomme„datioi.s for establishment 
of a single Children's Services Unit within Stato 
govtjrni5u>nt» 




52 



Perhaps tho task icrco would sorvv^ the childran 
in the various systems best if tlic task force dotGrminc 
that the not.irn of i single unit is unrealistic c-nd 
politicaliy not fiisiblo. Or perhaps bringing together 
all the services' which govc.rn the lives of children v/ho 
reside outsido thoir ov;n ho»ap twonty-four hours each 
day is appropriate and tho task force should v/ork to 
insure the ostablishnont of such a single-scryices unit 
for all children \;ho .-^ro cared for outsdjde thoir ov;n 
home. In either event the interests of 
bo served * 



children v;r*uld 



\ 
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THF vRum twmnwATw, or rins nmm m smrimis 
CF smN cA?nK ;.'«),,. msTER r,«F sfwm is that THe.mmoR 

AW THE UCISLATURC SHOULP jmHTLV ISTmUSH A T,V^K FORCE TO 
TOtUATF THE PncaW.! mpOSlTWH OF A Smc CHIt«ra.S SEmcES 
mr AT THE STATE LEVEL 

mmm commm t,4 msouvxrm saom nuew to the 
EKTm PQssmu 'AvinmsniATmLV, tvp, BEmE all the issues 

HAVE BEE, mowrr^uv THE rOM.i,n EVmTs of THE ' LEGISLATE 
AW THE GOmnOR. 

OUESTUViS miCH SHOULv BE RmLVW CO^miPOmEOHS mTH 
THJ^ Um^T AvmniSTRATUfE CH,\^nES AP.E: 

1) T-'hich of the faciUtios providing 2^ hour 
ont-omyrzra c.xe for chiWron should bo included under 
jurisdiction of n si^vjlo Children's .9.^rvic.s Unit? An^ong 
current 21 hour out••of^^aTv. o.xc. progrr,.^ aror Foster 
Hom-.s, (;rouo Hcn>3s, Institutions, stnto Hospitals^ 
Dcivolorrnonbnl Cr-^tors,^ Youth /Authority Paciliaosr 
rrcbation Pnnch.sr C..ps; county ^)ot^..aon PaciUtios; 
Juv^cnilo E.113, a{d .TOC.1, Public .^ci Private Hospitals. 
2) m.at sort of "cl.r..ificaUon ■ sysbin of duldron 
Should b 3 ^cvolo^v new will .v:dl,-Mo services v^ry 



accor«„o to the c:.,.i„,,tio, s^stcn, ...volopca. • ' 
Shall tho present c.to,o.-y ofl^oUarc Institutions 
.CO.O 601 ohilCron b= .issolvo.. thJ cMlar.n incc.- 
poratca under the .^oction- 600 label, 

V'^U the snrvioo, oHorod to this group of ohii-,r.n ' 
P-viao .,„fHcion. control to pr.vont further .eno- ' 
tration into doliquency? 

3) Wule it is r..eo.^i.«a tl.at the ^njorWr 
chilaxea .re b^. servoa in traditional ho J^.tti^c,, 

most an instances, it i. .x.o reco^niada that' f 
bost interests of . ,hila .ay fro. time to tin,o, or 
for rather substantial lengths of tin,e, bo b.st 
-rvoa by intensive trcat-nent orogrn.s in aroun 
-tfcin.s vath multi-aisJi.Un,.a professional servi 
: - also r=eocni..,a that son, portion of the total 
fol^Ho^ earc pro„ra. „,uJt acMress intensive 'sorvicos 
, "^^•^-/"'ironrtont.. simflly cnnot ProyiaeL ^ 

Should a ChiLirrnie o^^. • 

nil^rc. s sorvxccr. Unit include al3 xoniOontui 

c.cutc troittnont proqxamD as well as" the 
"»oro tr.vlitional footer c^.rc settings? 

^) Shoul* tho Children's Servian'' nn,N ■ ' 

ocjTvicGo Unit suDorvioo all 

other seryices nceessary for the treat^ent^of the 
Children in out..of-he„,e carcJ (-eai-c l/Crionlea ' 
Children's Seryioe^Peh-hiU-tation Scryi oes/VecaMonal ' • 



It 

ou 



LCCS, 



Should- a Children's ..rvic.s flnttbo prin^rlly ' 
^ oo„corn...d With th. dcvoioprvnt o£ s^n*J.rds ' ' 

or with innnvntions suci>.. c,r,,™i,.tion of thn J»di,„<, 
n-ochani... .round «,„ the child,' rather th,n ' 

the .c,cr.cy Which cares for.hi-,,? for o.^mplc, in ' 
Cripnlod Children's Scrvico, f«n.,.H ..r.' designated for 
the chiM, whothor ho r^.os th.S „.-co,s«t service:, 
, "^"^-"^i" --'^her f.ni,y.. ho.:.,.. or in o hospital. 

fi) Hould an anprooriato Junction or a ChiK-r.n's ^ i 
Sorv-iocs „ny: be. .o .aintai. c...,sitory o', records on I 
■ children i„ 2A hour^„t-.,;-..ho,,.. .^ro' ' ; 

') can a Children',. Sorvico-. rMit inciud.o '.at-crnal ' 
^d Child ...ealth and Children'.- 'vVlth hisability 
Screening prc.ra;,s' H so, . ho-., can the caro oS the ' 

child ha Qcn^ritcr] f.-z-.m 4.k- ^ 

>-p-Ji-arca t^r-m the c'lrc of the. mother'' • " 

8) HOW can the Children's s.,rvico. nnit insure th. ' ■ 
floKibilitv n.cc,^sary to treat all children 'when 'so„e 
"f thorn require only f.-mnorary ^orvices? " (Se.-vicas 
£or the deaf and blind? Psych-i atri.- services') ' , ' ' 

Ofchors roquiro porn'nnont a. ^ , " 



9) IIO\' Coon onr^ .lChlrV.> em^n 

thsk-oriontori units cin-.KTr. -.^ • 

"SCO. ,i„,r.n.. port th. oloph.nt" - wU.., 



noeds? 



1"). in It possible to rovt.o th.,^ doci.,ion-»):i„„ 
prooco i„ pi,„,i„, the cMl^v,h,^.^o K-pX.eo-^ . - 

footer cro in or.or to insure (A, ,ooa inp« fro. 
the .o.ical nro.-ensio, „.r,.,„, „o.re.lo,v .thcr .cUc-X 
acoisio.-,,; (B, cUagno.is o, icnmin, disordor. .,„a ' 
-mediation proscriptions by oa„c,tio„ consultants- 

(C, th. ri.„t. Of chil.ron .n. thoir parents bcin. 

nrotOctGd by the Icqni nrr.fcs<5-ion-^ T 

- J - - r>i.ricbsxo.n.- t.s it possible to 
hrinc these, resource, tea. ther tc help vh.^t i, - " 
-rrently bur.cnin, th. on.^ lone ,p..rh.,p^ „ntre,in<,„ . 
.-ci,i vcrkor «ho h.s , 70 in «*i„<.. 

nonrly ,u dotormn.Uions which ..ffeot tho fo.,ter 
chdl'd? , 
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?n5f^f !*° P^-^^ti''"^'-*^ Section of Welfare and 
Inr^titutions code. Sec Page 59. 

p. 59. ^ 



"601" iiifd, 



"602" Ibid., p.. 59 J 

APDC-Piix Aid to Famili.s with Dependent Children/ 
Boardanq ifon.es and Institutions. 
Fedora] funding of APDC children provides 
that children who enter foster care system 
from such a caseload orlqin , -permits the' 
. . County to bo reiraburscd ? t l^evel differing 
rrom the non-AFHC child. 



Aid to Families with DopcndonA Children/ 
tatnily Group. Soo above. 



AFDC-FG 



Vouth services Bureau In California coniunity program.! 

wnxch are state Sxjndod and^ ( 
dosiqnatod to sor\fo delinquent 
.and pro-dolinquehil youth, 
^authorised under Senate Bill 
V2100/197^. / 

California Youth Authority state AgopcJ for . 

dclinqucnc;y7tr(jatnoiit 
and prc-vont/ion proarams 
in Califoriiia 



System 



Management Throughout .this report, r/fers to 
supervisory functions / 



Throughout this report, rof</rs to variou- 
related administrative functions within 
otato Government / 



Program 



Refers, to quality of ca/e for children 
served/. Practices of afll persons involved 
in the care of the child arc referred 
throughout by term "prfogram." 



f 



■JUVENILE 
JUSTICK 

' Persons subioct h« • • 

-uojoct to jurisdiction 

^ny person whoso homo 

601. »e IS. 

^ny person undor i-hr. - ^ 

a) Any person undor hhr. 

tontly or haUtuaU^ rciul^"" °^ ^'^^^^ "ho p^^rsis- 
;^n^ proper ordors or JlrecrL'° ''^^ rcas^Lble " 

^rtd thus boyond the conirol"' f authorities 

!^ho is a habitual tru°^rr '''^ '""'^ authorities 
^^^n.ng of a,ny lav. of thif .f^^ the 

rcrorred to a school ai-i-r^i county, Hg 

- section l.,04 of th^.^?:;::- . ^oar J V^^^uant 

tiat'tho':v:rLM\.'^p':^^ ^--^^ determines 

insufficient or inanpioor.- ^^^^^te services are 

insubordination. orSuJai'r '° ^he 

°riftho minor faiii to ? ^^"^"^^^ of the ininor 

the school attendanc: reviTh"' ^--tives of 

provided, the minor is tLr" fu^^ services 

oj the juvenile courj w^J^T ^'^^ jurisdiction ' 

to be a ward of thrcoSr^^ ^'^^"'^^^ -"<=h pJr^^n 



G01,2 



the 0V'»ni* fh->4. 



5.9 



•f usTicr - 

CODES (2) 



dcpartIlonrorto%h.'^^i'in''f ^^'"^ Probation 
"-y. require the school TinAl . 

-g-^xn.t th. parent, guardi , '"^ ^^'^^Pl-'.int 

charge of nuch ninor pJo" -/^ "'''"^ 
or Section 12756 of tho ^<^ction 1.M52 

^:no Lducauion Code, 

—^'J.' Minors viol-^iir,^ i 
=^ny person who is umlr-r ^j. 

Violates ■■^nrTaiPor hL s;\;'r.?-,^« -'-n ho/ 

^-^f^>;ing crime or v,-ho,\.nJ^ hLr""w- °' ''^'^ ^^"^ 
the Duvonno court to br . '^-^^mg been found by/ 
Section 601, fail! v doccribod by 7 

Duvonilo court, k w th rt,'"'-. "^^^ ^''e 
Duvcnilc court, which 1 ^-"^^iction of the 

'■^ "^-«rd Of tho ;ourt ' '^^"^^^ ^"^^^ P-^^son to bo 



/ 



/ 



f.0 



ERIC 



FOSTER 0\R£ PROGR.\f-lS " 
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Youth 


Authority 






Youth 




Authority 


Camps 






Federal 



State 



County 



ERIC 



Organic 
nations 



Private* 
Individu iL^ 



.Chart by Auditor Gomral'r. (Hfico 

fin l^o 1 . ^'''^'""^^ ^^'^'''^ 
J^^ l u Cn 1 1 J or n J i 
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